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The Condition dud oranges 7; 


of our Bleſſed Saviour vin: 
dicated, &C. 


ZZ Hou'd I pretend to ſay that I received 
} his Lordſhip's denunciation in the 
2 News Paper of a Charge of Calum- 
_ ay, without concern; I ſhould den: 
the truth: Fog tho' I well knew that I had 


» 


F tion, yet I knew alſo that his Lordſhip 's kind 
edeayours to blacken my reputation, would 
wot be altogether incffeCtual. 


Indeed, I was much affected with it, and 


an fo ſtill ; tho” his Lordſhip's declaration of 
the Reaſons of his Charge, have afforded me 
2 great deal of comfort ; and I rejoice to find 
that the ground of all the bad things his 
Lordſhip has to ſay of me, is, that I quoted 
i Paſſage out of a Book of his; and ſhewed 
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how much I diſliked it 5 which it ſeems had 
been quiet and unmoleſted for /even Tears *, 
Calumny, Reproach, Noiſe, Dirt, Scan- 
dat, Defamation, and the like words, require 
more Art to range them decently in Contro- 
verſy, than TI am maſter of; and therefore [ 


never intend to make uſe of them to any Per- 


fon, munch leſs to his Lordſhip: And inſtead 
of returning any fuch words, I ſhall content 
my ſelf with ſhewing, that I did not deſerye 
any ſuch. 

At the cloſe of the Viedicaion &c. I ob- 
ſerved that his Lordſhip had endeavoured to 
write down (or to diminiſh, as I likewiſe ex- 
preſs it) the Religion of Oaths ; and for thy 

only reaſon, becauſe it flood in his way. | 
go on to ſay; a reaſon which has often car- 
ried his Lordſhip into great extremes. tf 
this I give an inſtance in theſe words. 

« ] remember once, when he was urged 
* (in a diſpute about Government) with the 
« example of our bleſſed Saviour's ſuffering 
«+ as applyed by St. Peter, he made no fc 
*« ple ro affirm That the example of ut 


 «* Lord is much more peculiarly fit fo be ur 


than to an arch A 


* ped t0 SLAVES 
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MS , FE to a Calumny, pag. 9. ; "ks i 
Dr. at pag. 65. EA 
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« Dorine which will make the cars of a 
«* Chriſtian tingle; and ought to make him 
« read With caution a Writer ſo fond of his 
« OWN Notions, as to take /#ch ſteps to de- 
« fend them. 

Upon theſe words his Lordſhip fixes his 
charge of Calamny. Now if it ſhall appear, 
that this is a proper inſtance of the thing char- 
ved on the Biſhop ; that the words quoted 
fom his Lord{hip are his own words, and make 


mentire aſſertion or propoſition of themlelyes , 
ind make the whole of his aſlertion ; that no. 


thing is left our that can alter the aſſertion, 
or make it other than it appears to be ; then 
[hope the world will acquit me of the Charge 
of Cal/umny ; and I truſt the warmth of any 
expreſſion uſed ypon this occaſion may be ex- 
cuſed by the nature of the Propoſition I had 
under conſideration, and the diſhonour done 
by it to our bleſſed Lord and Maſter. 

[ will ſhew the Reader then: | 

1. That the inſtance was proper : I ſhall 
vive his Lord{hip's own account of the occa- 
hou of his aſſertion. His words arc thele : 

« The occcaſton of it was this. This Ar- 
* grment from St. Peter's exhorting Slaves 
* to be ſubjet ro their Maſters, nor only to 
* the kind but to the froward, was urged 
" as implying in it the Duty of Subjefs, 
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*« with reſpect to their C:vi/ Rights; and 
** the example of our Bleſſed Saviour being 
«« by Sr. Peter propos'd to Slaves, it was 
*« declared that this example of Chriſt belongs 
*« more, Or is more peculiarly fit to be urg', 
** to Swhjet/s, than to Slaves; in order to 
*« preſs the Duty of Paſſrve Obedience upon 
« them. Anf. to Dr. Atterbury, p. 54. Aﬀer 
«« many other conſiderations, 1 add, particu. 
*« larly in anſwer to this latter allegation, the 
** following paſſage, p. 64, 65, 66. 

His Lordſhip here ſays, that after many 
other conſiderations, he added the following 
paſſage : 4. e. the paſſage which contains the 
propoſition I quoted; and hzs Lordſhip's proofs 
of ir. This is in truth the caſe': His Lord: 
| ſhip had anſwered, that. the example (of 
Chriſt) i veryproper to be recommended ti 
Superiors as well as Inferiors, to Kings and 
Mafters, as well as to Subjetts and Slave, 
p. 63. And that. the manner, and not tht 
matter of our ſuffering is to be taken from 
the example of our Lord, i. e. That the &-J 
ample of our Lord's ſufferings, is proper'for 
all Chriſtians in their ſeyeral rryals and affli 
Ctions ; that it belongs to them as Chriſtians, 
and not as conſidered under the rclations 0 
Kingand Subje&t, of Maſter and Servant; and 
conſequently that the example of Chriſt car 

not 
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not be urged to limit or adjuſt the rights flow- 
ing from ſuch relations. Thus his Lordhi 

had anſwered, and had his Lordſhip ſtop- 
ped here he wou'd have given no offence; 
but 'not content with this, he preſſes on, and 
in the 7rue ſprrit of oppoſition aſſerts the ve- 
ry contrary (tho' he had no occaſion ſo to 
do) to what was objected to him; and af- 
firms, Þ. 64. Ut 7s fo far from being true, 
that his example was more peculiarly fit to 


ſuch, than to Slaves; that I think the Very 


cing ſome of hs reaſons which moved him /6 
tothink; he ſays, I cannot forbear. (Iamfſor- 
ry he cou'd not ) making the *wo following 
wſervations : the ſecond of which obſervati. 
ons is in theſe very words; And likewiſe, 
that the example of our Lord is much more 
peculiarly fit to be urged to Slaves, by whoſe 
condition he 1s pleaſed frequently to deſcribe 
Wis own how eftate; than to SusjECTS whoſe 
- {001424 ton 75 never uſed to that purpoſe, and 
whom he 7s never ſaid to perſonate in his 
- Wwe/? and moſt oppreſſed condition, p. 65. 

WM |! have ſtared the caſe, as I truly think, 
f With all fairneſs; and I deſire the Reader to 
Judge, whether this be"not an inſtance of his 
Lordſhip S runnipg into Zxtreams out of op- 

poſition : 


be recommended to Subjefts, conſidered as 


ContTRARY 70 be evident, And after produ- 
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poſition ? Can any one think, that if his Lord. 
ſhip had becn conſidering the exawple of 
Chriſt's ſufferings, without an objec770n drawn 
trom it agazmſt his own doCtrine, that he cou'g 
poſſibly have com: to lay ; That Chriſt's ex. 
ample is much more peculiarly fit to be urged 
to Slaves ———than 10 Subjetts 2 For my own 
part I do not belieye this of his Lordthip; 
and as I placcd it ar firſt to rhe account of 
the extreme oppoſition to his Adverlary ; | 
do I ſtill place ir to the ſame account ; and i 
is therefore, as I conceive, a proper inſtance, 
and comes up fully to the point for which 'ti 
mentioned. 

2. That the words quoted by me are hi 
Lordſhip's own words: This is not denied. 
3. That as they make an entire aſlertion 
or propoſition of themſelves, fo do they con 
rain truly the whole of what he aſſerts, 
claſive of his reaſons for it: The propoſit-W 
on which his Lordſhip was to confute, as ex 
preſſed by himſelf, was this ; 7 ha# the exanSt 
ple of Chriſt was more peculiarly fit to It 
recommended to Subjefts, conſidered as ſug 
than to Slaves—and he fays, that He zhinks 
the very contrary to be evident. The ct 
trary propoſition then was whar his Lordſhip 
was to maintain, and that is fully expreſledi;, 


in the words by me quoted; and the word 
: which 
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which I omitted make no part of the contra- 
ry propoſition. From whence 'tis plain, that 
l have given the entire aflertion and propo- 
| ſition which his Lordſhip profeſed to main- 
tain z and entzrely in his own words, without 
adding to, or ſubſtracting from, rhe propoſli- 
tion which he #zderzook to juſtity : that pro- 
poſition which bis Lordſhip laid down ar 
the beginning of Paragraph 10. (and is now 


bours ro maintain to the end of thar long pa- 
rapraph. 

4. There is nothing left out (in my quota- 
tion) that can alter the aſſertion, or make it 
other than it appears to be. | 
' The words /ef# out in my quotation, con- 
ain the reaſons given by his Lordſhip for the 
aſſertion. A reaſon brought to /ipport a 
propoſition cannot a/fer the narure of the 
propofition, or make it other than it is in it 
kf: and therefore his Lordſhip muſt nor fay, 
at the propoſition quoted in his own words; 
"Ws not bs propoſition, becauſe I did nor quore 
*W reaſons in ſupport of it. The propoſition 
"Wi the /ame, and expreſſes the /ame thing , 
whether the reaſons be added, or nor added. 
[never before heard that there was any Ca 
my in gating or reporting a man's princi- 
Ws, or aſſertions, rho' you did not, at the 
B jame 
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tranſcribed into his aniwer) and which he la- 
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{ame time; report his reaſons for them. Ih. 
deed the reaſons which his Lordſhip him} 
has now produced to the world; are fo fy 
from ſatisfying even h:m/clf, that he ſeems 
'not willing to re/? the cauſe upon them; bu 
has given juch an interpretation of his word 
quoted by me, as is inconſiſtent with the 
common uſe of language, and with com: 
mon ſenſe. I will inſert the paragraph entire 
where his Lordthip comes to the pinch of the 
caſe. uf 

« I hope it is not too ſhocking ro the ear 
«« of a Chriſtian Dean, to aflirm that the ex- 
« ample of Chriſt is very fit to be propos! 
«« to J/aves, in order to engage them to bear 
«« the :unavoidable evils of their unhappy 
« condition, with patience and reſignation: 
«© becaule the Apoſtles rhemielves have done M 
_ «« this. And I beg to know the great diſſe. 
«« rence between ſaying that this is f7, and 
«« proper, in the po/itzve degree ; and faying, 
«© -in the comparative, that this is more pect: 
«*« /arly fit than to propoſe it to C:vi/ Inv 
« zedts, conſidered as ſuch.” 

_ His Lordſhip's defence here turns nponthis 
that there is 29. great difference between lay 
ing p9/itively, that the example of Chriſt i 
fit and proper to be propoſed to Slaves; and 
faying, by way of compariſon, hat it i 

(much) 


C44) 


(much ) more peculiarly fit to be urged to 
Slaves, than to Subjetts. His Lordſhip can 
ke no'great dzfference, and I profels I can ſee 
jery little ſimilitude between the two aſſerti- 
ons. He that ſays, 27 zs very fit to be pro- 
joſed fo Slaves, lays what is very true ; but 
he that lays, 27 zs much more peculiarly fit 


{y be urged to Slaves than Subjetts, lays 
what will appear to be very falſe ; and I muſt. 


till fay, very ſhocking to a Chriſtian, The 
example of Chriſt was not purpoſcd to, or fit- 
ed for any one ſort of men more than ano- 
ther; bur it is recommended to all as Chrz- 


fans It was as proper to be urged to King 


Charles the Firſt, in his days of diſtrels, as 


wer it was to the meancſt Slave in the Ros. 


van Empire; for tho', as his Lordſhip ob- 
eryes, our Saviour ur appeared i in a low -P af- 
fied condition, yet he deſcended from the 
mge#f and mos? glorzous ſtate; and conlſe- 
Wquently, his example is equally fir for the 
bobeft of the ſons of men in their affliction, 
ad for the /owe/?. How comes his Lordihip 
hen, at p. 65. to affirm, That it i much 
mre peculzarly fit to be urged to Slaves than 
Iubzet7s. Ts not the Biſhop ſenfible this can- 
tot be defended, when he tells ys, there js no 
reat difference between this aſſertion, and 
lying, That the example of Chriſt zs fit iQ 
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be propoſed to Slaves? 1 deſire his Lordfhiy 
wou'd try theſe two ways of ſpeaking in any 
other cafe, and ice whether they amount t 
one and the ſame thing. Let us try them in 
a Cale in which his Lordſhip is concerned: 
He tells us often, that every Chriſtian has 2 
right to interpret the Scriprure. Suppole then 
chat I ſhould rell his Lordſhip, that it is his 
ſenſe, That it is fit and proper for the weakef 
men to interpret Scripture ; he wou'd per 
haps allow the conſequence; bur ſhow'd I tel 
him, that he appears to me to affirm, That 
it is much more peculiarly fit for the weak: 
eſt men to interpret Serapture, than for the 

<w3ſeſt and moſt learned; I am afraid he would 
complain of very ill uſage ; and yet why ſhou'd 
| he, if there be no great difference between 
theſe two forms of expreſſion ? *Tis plan 
then, that however his Lordſhip in his anger 
charges me with Ca/umny for quoting his 
words; yet he himſelf, after all he can fay 
for them, is not willing to abide by them: 


and wou'd have the Reader believe, that there 


is No great difference between ſaying, That i 
the example of Chriſt 2s fit to be propoſed 1 
Slaves: and, That it is much more peculi 
arly fit to be urged to Slaves—than to Su 
gefts, He that fays it is fit for Slayes, may 
fay alfo *tis equally fit for Subjects; but he 
that 


33 ) 

that ſays 'tis peculzarly fir for Slayes, does 
imply that there is ſome degree of unfitneſs 
in it with reſpeCt to Subjc&ts, And what can 
| do in this caſc, but appeal to the commor; 
ſenſe of 92ankznd. I am willing ro pur the 
cauſe upon this iſſue, upon which his Lord- 
ſhip has put it : If there appears no grear dif- 
ference between the two aſſertions, then am 
| to be charged ; bur, in truth, rather with 
want of ſenſe than with the guilt of Calum- 
yy: But if theſe two expreſſions do greatly 


liffer, then let others judge what his Lord- 


hiy is guilty of in charging me with Cal/umny 
for reminding him of his own words ; words, 


which, he has roo much /en/e, to defend, 


1nd, too little zngennzty, to retrat?. 


What his Lordthip confeſſes at p. 16. That 


e has affirmed, that our bleſſed Lord's ex- 
mple 7s more peculiarly fit to be propoſed 
0 the low, poor and diſtreſſed part of man- 
md, than to the fortunate and rich, may 
& true, and yet it will be very wrong and 
icking in atty one to afhrm, that the ex- 
ample of Chriſt is #wnch more peculiarly fit 
obe urged toa Beggar than to a Gentleman. 
ut in truth this confeſſion of his Lordſhip 
pears to me to be a mere fallacy; if he 
nans that an example of Patient ſuffering is. 


than 
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than to thoie who do not ; he ſpeaks a Lreat 
truth, but nothing to the preſent purpoſe; 1f 
he means that our Lord's example is more 
proper to the poor in 7hezr ſufferings, than 
ro the rich in thezr ſufferings; he ſpeaks to 
his purpoſe indeed, but the affertion is what 
every Chriſtian muſt reject. So in the ſame 
Page, when he ſays, ths zs more peculiarh 
fit to be propoſed to perſons in a low ©. 
dition; he impoſes on his reader, for the] 
greateſt perions may be zu a low condition, 
as well as the mearneſt: He ought to hays 
ſaid (not zz but) of a low condition; and 
then the aſſertion would have been fairly to 
his purpoſe, bur falſe in itlelf; for the exam. 
ple of Chriſt is fir for perſons of all condi 
tions, and equally fit for Kings, Subjects, and 
| Slaves; when they ſuffer wrongfully. For 
with reſpect to Slaves themlelves, when they 
are kindly uſed by their Maſters, and treated 
with equity and humanity, and ſuffer nothing 
by ill uſage whilſt they do their duty, fo long 
the example of Chriſt's Sufferings is nor pecu- 
larly fit for their condition; and when they 
do ſuffer wrongfully, the example belongs 19 
them not as S/aves, but as Chr:/tzans ſuffer 

ing for Righteoulinels ſake. 
As to what his Lordſhip fays, p. 17. of bis 
having in his anſwer to Dx. A. explained the 
exampic 
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example of Chriſt in a proper manner ; I ne- 


yer faid he had not; nor do I now fay it. 
But 7-7s T have laid, and this I {il} ſay, that 
not conrent to explain it properly and juſtly, 
he was carrzed in the heat of his oppoſition 
to a great extreme; and could nor leaye the 
cauſe when he had made (as he fays) a proper 
anſwer ; but would go on till he came to the 
very contrary (to uſe his own words) to what 
had been obje&ted ro him: And becauſe it 
had been ſaid that the example of Chriſt (as 
tis Lord{hip repreſents his Adverſaries words, 
which I have nor before me) belongs more to 
ſubjefts than to Slaves, therefore his Lord- 
ſhip would not leaye the argument until he 
had affirmed ; That the example of Chriſt is 
much more peculiarly fit to beurged to Slaves 


than to Subjefts. And this, I think, was, 


ding Carried znto a Very great. extreme. 

I do not pretend here to conſider the argu- 
nent of his Lordſhip's learned Adverſary, or 
ne reaſons given by him for the ſupport of 
lis opinion : I take the whole upon the Bi- 


op's own repreſentation of the caſe ; and 


ind enough to juſtify what I ſaid, that he 

as carried into great extremes, through 

ppoſition. 

I preſume I have ſaid enough to 7uſtzfy the 

weed of my quotation ; but his Lordſhip 
"0 
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has more complaints; and is very 4z7gry with 
me, for ſaying, that hs aſſertion wall mak 
the ears of a Chriſtian tingle : To do juſtic; 
therefore to my {elf againſt his Lordſhip's uz 
olent recrimination; I will go on to ſhew that 
bis aſſertion is asbad, as thoſe words of mine 
repreſcut ir to be, and that he has neithe 
Scr ip7ure nor Reaſon to ſupport him in it. 
And firſt I will ſhew the Reader what the 
aſſertion amonnts to, by giving his Lordihip' 
explications of the terms of hs propoſition: 
By Slaves then he means S/aves properly | 
called *; 7.e. {ach as are bought mn the mar- 
ket, or taken captive f. By Subjetts, he 
means, ſuch as have Civil Rights and Proper 
ties, and arc not bound by the mere will of 
their Kings ; as Slaves are, who are Sought and 
fold in the market. I tuppole I need not te 
fer to any particular paſſages to prove this to 
be his ſenſe of the word Subzect. ; 
The propoſition which his Lordſhip had to 
an{wer was, according to his own account }this. 
The example of Chrift zs more peculiarly jit 
to be recommended to Subjetts, conſidered a 
fuch, than to Slaves : He undertakes to main- 
tain the very contrary to be truc: The pro- 
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* * Aafivnc ro Dr. A. p. 55. & 59. | Ibid. p. $409 
& Pag. 64. 


poſition 
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poſition then which he affirms is this : Zhat | 
the example of our Lord is much more pecu- 
lurly fit to be urged to Slaves (conſidered 
$8 ſuch) than to Subjetts conſidered as ſuch. 
ic, The example of our Lord is much more 
ft for ſuch as are bought and ſold in markets, 
than for ſuch as have C:uv!/ Rights and Pro- 
erties. This aſſertion is very ſhocking to. 
Y: Chriſtian, as being highly 4;/hononrable to 
wr bleſſed Saviour. And one of the Biſhop's 
ralons for thzs aſſertion; viz. T hat the New 
Teſtament repreſents the humiliation 
ad low eſtate of Chriſt by the condition 
if Slaves: i.e. of ſuch Slaves as are bought 
ad ſold in the market, is equally bad, equal- ? 
Wy diſhonourable ro our blefſed Saviour, as ! 
Will ſoon appear. 
But to take hzs reaſons for his aſſertion in 
Wiicir order, as they are now {ct forth jn his 
Anſwer. The firſt is:* That St. Peter ex- 


rely propoſes the example of our bleſſed 1 
MLrd to Slaves *. To which I anfwer, that 

Wis may be true, and yet nothing to his 
MLordſhip's purpoſe : For tis one thing, ex- 
refſly to propoſe the example of Chris to { 
Uaves, and another to propoſe it as much ; 
Wire | pant. Wt for g Haves, than La 
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 Subjef7s. Should a Phyſician expreſſly pre. 
/eribe the Jeſuits Bark for a Servant who hy 
an Ague; ., would his Lordſhip infer that 7. WW 
fauits Bark is much more peculiarly fit for 1 
Servant's Ague, than for a Maſter”s ? I think 
he would not: And therefore what he fy; 
of the example as propoſed by St. Peter, 

comes not near his point. 
Beſides, St. Peter does not ſpeak of Slave; 
peculiarly in his Lordſhip's ſenſe of the word 
but of domeſticks of all ſorts; he calls then 
nor OZ Ao, but oixeral ; nor S$laves, but Di- 
meſticks ; tho' he had juſt before uſed the word 
85A», declaring Chriſtians of all ranks to be; 
Au Oe8, Servants of God; and he calls theMz 
 Rers not Kvug yo but d:areras, that is oix088 27 ra, 
Maſters of families : If his Lordſhip had con- 
fulred only Stephens his Theſaurus, he woull 
have found, that oixzrai are not Poon 
Slaves, but according to Heſych. «| F "I 
%0v IAv}65 3; according to Stidas ; '& provoy © G& 
' EfioV]E5s GANG *, @avjtc 08 37 T oixicy : Ot On 
ſervants, but all that belong to the famih\ 
a that an old Grammarian quoted by Eu 
lays, oxiras Vocatos fuſe non ſolim Ts, w 
ayss zzey85 not only Slaves tyed to hut 
labour inthe Countrey, /ed etzam T&5 & oi 
*>bzogs, but alſo the freemen belonging rotik 


fe ail. And under the word «iz; he wy 
| ant 
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1zye ſeen this account of the word from Euftar. 

ETAL, Ol x7 I 6ixicy da]eEo(s, XoLy aty tA - 

7420, Such as belong r0 the family tho they 
I re fr ce. 

1. He that conſiders this account of the 
word, will, I believe, ſee ſufficient reaſon why 
the example propoſed by St. Peter ought not 
wo be confined to Slaves property fo called. 


And had St. Peter uſed the word 9SAG>, I (hall 
hew that even that word could not reaſonably 


he been confined to ſuch S/aves. For ought 
then that appears to the contrary, St. Peter did 
not peculiarly ſpeak to Slaves in the ſenſe in 
which his Lordſhip underſtands the word. Bur, 

2, Suppoſe he did ſpeak to ſuch Slaves ; 
yet *tis certain that he does not propole the 
xample of Chriſt ro them, as peculiarly fit © 
fr them conſidered as Slaves : He thus ex- 
borts them 3 Servants be ſubjef? to your ma- 
lers with all fear, not only to the good 
p me but alſo to the froward. At 
he gives them a reaſon why they 
hula lo do; but even this reaſon is general, 
W:'d not peculiarly fit for Slaves. His words 
mw: For this zs thank worthy (& ris) if any 
man ( not if any Slave) for conſtence to- 
ward God endure grief ſuffering wrongfully - 
nd that *cis ſuffering wrongfully while they 
well, and not merely as Slaves that is the 


= accep. 
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acceptable thing to God, the next verle ſheys 
And when he comes at y. 21. to propoſethe 
example of Chriſt, the reaſons he gives why 
the example of Chriſt ſhould be followed, ar 
ſuch as affect all men equally, and have ne. 
thing in them pecu/ar to Slaves : for ever 
herennto are ye called: 1.e. to ſuffer patient. 
ly, when it ſhall be your lot, in well-doing; 
_which is a reaſon to all Chriſtians ; for St. Pau} 
ſpeaking (not to Slaves) but to the Servants 
of Tefus Chriſt at Philpp: with the Bijhips 
and Deacons, tells them, Ch. i. 9. 29. Unto 
you tt is given on the behalf of Chriſt, uti 
only to believe on him, but alſo to ſuffer fir 
his ſake. St. Peter goes on : bccanſe Chriſ 
alſo ſuffered for ns. If this be a good res 
{on for imitating his example, 'tis good to 
all, for Chriſt ſuffered not for $/aves pecul: 
arly, but for all the ſons of men: And in} 
like manner the argument goes on upon ec 
neral topicks to the end of the Chapter; and 
_ the laſt verſe ſhews how St. Perer applied 
{{-- -uhe example, and under what charaCter he con-N 
ſidered thoſe ro whom he applyed it ; for thus 
heſpeaks to them, for ye were as ſheep going 
aſtray, but now are returned unto the Ship 
herd and Biſhop of your ſouls : Now then je 
who were gone aſtray, &c. were nor peculi 


arly Slayes, but include the Chriſtians of all 
| {orts, 
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ſorts, whether Subjects or Slayes. Burt if his 
Lord{hip's reaſon be good, St. Peter's argu- 
ment muſt ſtand thus; Thzs zs thank-worthy 
if a man (1.e. aSlave) for conſtience toward 
God endure grief: for what glory is it if 
when ye be buffeted for your faults, ye 
(Slaves) rake zt patrently, but if when ye do 
well and ſuffer for it, ye (Slaves) rake it 
patiently, this ts acceptable to God; for even 
hereunto were ye (Slaves pcculiarl y) cat. 
| led, becauſe Chriſt alſo ſuffered for us, 
(Slaves peculiarly) y.21. //ho his own elf 
bare our ſins in his own body on the tree. 
That we (Slaves) being dead to in ſhould 
live unto righteouſneſs: by whoſe ſtripes ye 
(Slaves) were healed, Y. 24. for ye, (Slaves 
peculiarly) were as ſheep going aſtray ; but 
are now returned unto the Shepherd and 
Biſhop of your ſouls. So that if the exam- 
ple of Chriſt be peculiarly here applied to 
$1aves, it muſt be becauſe he is peculiarly Bi... 
ſhop of the Souls of S/aves. 
Thus you fee what extravagant Abſurdities 
E follow from ſuppoſing St. Perer to recom- 
mend the example of Chriſt as pecu/zarly fir 
—— Faves. 0 ES 
3. In the following Chapter, -St. Peter af- 
Y cr conſidering the duty of //zves ro their 
WW Hizhands, and of Husbands to Wives, at 
"F. 
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Y. 8. ſpeaks to all ſorts of Chriſtians in gene. 
ral: finally be ye all of one mind, hating 
coinpaſſion one of another — — not rend'rin 
evil for evil, or railing {07 railing, but con- 
frarywiſe bleſſing, Y. 9. In the following 
verſes he propoſes to them the advantages 
that {auch gentle bchaviour will yield evycn in 
this life; and at YV. 14. tells them, But and 
zf ye ſuffer for righteouſneſs ſake, happy are 
ye - and at the 18" y. he propoles to all the | 
cxample of Chriſt, for Chriſt alſo hath once 
ſuffered, the juſt for the unjuſt. Ar Chap. iv. 
y. 1. he again makes a general application of 
the cxample toall Chriſtians: Forafſmuch then 
as Chriſt hath ſuffered for us in the fleſh, arm 
your ſelves likewiſe with the ſame mind. 
Now he that propoſed the example of Chriſt's | 
ſuftcrings to all ſorts of Chriſtians in 72s man- 
ner, cou'd not poſſibly propolc it as much more 
peculiarly fit for Slaves than for Subjefts. 

His Lordſhip's third reaſon for his aſſerti- | 
on is in theſe words, * That in mentioning 
and handling the Duty of Subjefts, conſider- 
ed as Civil Subjetts, neither he, (St. Peter) | 
or any other Apoſtle, ever once propoſes the 
example of Chriſt's paſſive ſubmiſſion and 
m0n-reſiſtance. | 


—_— 
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* Pag. 13. Anſ. to a Cal. 
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Allowing this to be true; yet I cannot 
[ce what his Lordſhip gets by it: if the ex- 
ample: of Chriſt was not propoſed to Subjects, 
1s fuch ; will it follow, that it is 9much more 
peculiarly fit for Slaves, than for Subjefts? 
if 'tis not prenlzarly fit for Subjef7s, mult it 
needs therefore be peculiarly fit for Slaves ? 
So that his Lordſhip's aſſertion is neither pro- 
ed, nor qualified in any degree, by this ob- 
ſervation, ſuppoſing it to be entirely righr. 
But in truth, the example of Chriſt's ſuftcrings 
is propoſed juſt as much to S$zbjeFs, confi. 
dercd as ſuch; as it is to J'/aves, conſidered 
3 ſuch. His Lordſhip (here) lays very great 
| ſtrets upon this; that rhe example of Chriſt is 
by St. Peter connected immediately ro rhe i 
cale of S/aves, which can ſignify little ro 
his cauſe, ſinceall the reaſons given by Sr. Pe- 
ter to enforce the example are fuch, as equal- 
y concern all, whether Slaves or not; and 
in the very next chapter the example is cx- 
prefily propoſed to all : It had bcen moſt cer- 

F ninly a very invidious thing for the Apoſtles 
liretly to have laid, that Governours wou'd be 
injurious to their Subje&ts, and might have 
drawn upon Chriſtians the indignation and 
wrath of the powers of the world: For this 
reaſon St. Peter leems purpolely to avoid (as 
N. Paul docs likewile ) puttipg the cafe of 

wnmuft 
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unjuſt Princes; and does with great addreſ; 
put the caſe of hard and 7// ulage, with re. 
ſpect to Maſters, which is immediately ſub. 
Joined to what he ſays to Subjefts ; and then 
propoſes the example of Chriſt, and urges i: 
with ſuch reaſons as he knew wou'd reach -. 
very Chriſtian's caſe ſuftering wrongfully, whe. 
ther it were under the oppreſſion of a Prence, 


or of a Maſter. 1 am the more inclined tr 


' think that this was really his defign, from ob. 
ſerving how St. Peter conducts himſelf in 
ſpeaking to Chriſtian Subjects, Chap. ii. and 
Chap. iii. Having largely treated of the 
Dury of Subjects from Y. 13. to Y. 17. in- 
cluſively : he throws in the caſe of Servants 
and hard Maſters in one ſingle verſe; and] 
goes immediately to the example of Chiilt, 
and urges it to the end of the Chapter, upon 
reaſons common to all forts of Chriſtians: 
which makes it probable, that he chole to 
ſpeak of Servants in zhzs place, on purpoſe 
that he might propoſe the caſe of unjuſt fut 
fering, and yet without expreſily applying to 
Magiſtrates, fo as to give offence : This I} 
lay, is probable ; eſpecially conſidering, That 
in the third Chapter he ſpeaks expreſſly to al 
ſorts of Chriſtians, and puts the caſe of the 
ſuffering for righteouſneſs ſake ; but then 
having mentioned their uttering wronghll 
"FIR ; 
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he znduſtriouſly avoids mentioning of Magi- 
(rates at the ſame time ; and when he exhorts 
Chriſtians not to fear thoſe who might {ſo evil- 
ly entreat them, he names no perſon; but 
gives a Yelatzve Without an antecedent, ra- 
ther than he wou'd name Civil Governours ; 


But and if (fays he) ye ſuffer for righteouſe 
W/s ſake, happy are ye: 7 *) ©960y auUTHY DT, 
Wobnre and be not afraid of their terror : 
of whoſe terror ? Look back, and you will 
ind no perſons mentioned ro whom the word 
ther can refer; and the Apoſtle ſeems to me 
m purpoſe ro ſuppreſs the mention of them, 
hat he might not offend ; for that he had 
the Civil Powers in his Eye, is pretty plain, 
fom Ch. 4.15. But let none of you ſuffer as a 
murderer, or as a thief, or as an evil aber, 
as a buſy body in other mens affairs, ws 
MJepoerioxon@», as a Spy, or Pryer into 
matters in which he is not concerned; and 
te word as properly ſignify medlers in politics, 
$in private affairs: Now pray conſider un- 
&r what power, and from what hands, do 
men /afer as murderers, as thieves, Sc. pri- 
Rate men do. not puniſh for robbery or mur- 
&r, but Magiſtrates do: can it then be ſup- 
pled, that St. Peter had not Magiſtrates in. 
lis view when he ſaid this? He adds in the. 

ext verſe, Tet if any man ſuffer as a Chri- 
| D 


ſian, 
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tian, let him not be aſhamed. To ſuffer 9,1 
Chriſtian, is to ſuffer for being a Chriſtian, 
and for rejecting and deſpiſing the commey 
and profeſſed Idolatry; and puniſhment 0 
this account was not adminiſtred by priyac 
perſons, but by Magiſtrates; and therefor 
St. Peter, ſpeaking of the ſufferings of Chi. 

 Riians, Chap. iii. and i Iv. had _— to their 


Chap. iii. 'Y. 18. he does od. apply th 
example of Chriſt's ſufferings to this caſe. fi 
| Not indeed to prove that the Magiſtrate half 
a right to injure Chriſtians, but to thew Chri 
ſtians how they ought to bear the calamitics 
- which they ſuffered wrongfully. And the ve 
ry fame application belongs to Slaves: for the 
example of Chriſt recommended even to them, 
docs not (as his Lord{hip confeſſes *) prove 
that they may in no cale ſeek a remedy ; but 
it ſhews them how to bear with patience the 
mileries which they endure for righteouſneb 
lake, or without deferving them. And let 
ny man now conſider the caſe, and tell me 
what cou'd carry his Lordſhip into ſo ſtrange 
an aſſertion as this, That the example 0 
Chriſt zs much more peculiarly fit for Slzve 
than d _ * I know but of one thing 


—o—_— 
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that can be ſaid to this, viz. That poſſibly 
St, Peter might write this with an eye to the 
1 ſows, under whoſe malice ſometimes the Chri- 
Wijans ſuffered as Chriſtians. But that cou'd 
Wot be the caſe here ; for St. Peter writes to 
Mthe Chriſtians of the diſperſion, mis aageridj- 
Ms, to the Strangers /cattered throughout 
i Ports, Galatia, Cappadocia, Aſia and Bi- 
thynza; Countries, where the Jews had no 
Woower to put their malice in exccution ; aud 
Wihercfore they cou'd not be intended by the 
lpoſtle; and there was no Power, but the 
Wcivil Power, to which the Apoſtle cou'd re- 
Whr, with reſpect to all theſe Countries; for 
that he did not ſpeak of private malice, or 
Wprivate injuries, has been already ſhewn. 

Nor is it any wonder that St. Peter ſhou'd 
pply the example of Chriſt, to Chriſtians ſuf- 
krring under the Civil Powers for rightcoul- 
neſs fake, when our Saviour himſelf had fo 
plied it before him : In the 10" of St. Mar- 

Www our Bleſſed Lord ſends forth the 
Twelve to preach, and tells them, y. 15. Ze 
hall be brought before Governours and Kings 
fir my ſake, for a teſtimony againſt them and 
the Gentiles : and after deſcribing to them 

W any circumſtances of the perſecution they 

were to undergo, he adds, Y. 24, 25, 26. The 

Diſtiple is not above his Maſter, nor the 

os D 2 Servant 
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Servant above his Lord ; ; 2 7s enough fy 
the Diſtiple that he be as his Maſter, ay 
the Servant as his Lord : If they have ul. 
led the Maſter of the houſe Beelzebub , hy 
much more ſhall they call them of his houſholl il 
Fear them not therefore: and at y. 28. hf 
ſays, Fear not them which kill the body, &: 
In the 24" of St. Matthew, in the 13" of & 
Mark, and 21" of St. Luke, he tells then, 
they ſhall be de/zvered up to the ſynagogue, 
and into priſons, being brought before Kings 
and Rulers for his names ſake—and exhorts i 
them to poſſeſs their ſouls im patient i 
In the 15 of St. Zo» our Lord is upon the 
 ſfameſubject; and there expreſlly ſers his own 
example before his Diſciples ; 1Fthe world hate 
you, ye know that it hated me before it hf 
fed you, Y.18. Remember the word that 1 
ſaid unto you, The Servant 1s not greatn 
than the Lord. If they have perſecuted me, 
they will alſo perſecute you; Y.20. Andat 
Chap. xvi. F. 33. he thus encourages them:} 
In the world ye ſhall have tribulatin: 
but be of good cheer , T have overcome tit 
world. 
Thus youſee our Saviour propoſes hisexam- 
ple to ſuch as were not S/aves; to ſuch as were 
to fer under the pawer of Kings and Rulers: 
- porto juſtify Rulers i in their abuſing Chriſtians; 
but 
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but to arm Chriſtians with patience when they 
ſuffer wrongfully ; and ſhall we now; atter 
having ſeen that Chriſt himſclf propoles his 


example to Chriſtians of all ranks, and who. 
were to ſuffer from civil powers; ſay with his 
Lord{hip, That the example of Chriſt is much 
more pecntiarly fit to be 11704 to Slaves than 
to Subjeffs? I hope I have ſaid enough up- 
on this head, to make his Lordihip re-con- 
ſider, what he ſcems to affirm, that the ex- 
ample of Chriſt's ſufferings, is never pro- 
poled in Scripture to Es and ae bo 
to Slaves. 

His Lordſhips third reafon is, *© 3. That 
* the New Teſtament it elf repreſents the 
* humiliation, and low eſtate of Chrz/t in 
* this world, by the condition of $/aves, 
* the loweſt and moſt helpleſs part of man- 
* kind ; and nevyer once by the low eſtate, or 
* helpleſs condition of C:vz/ Srubjedds, as 
* ſuch: which would have been, had zhey 
* been put, in the New Teftament , in the 
* ſame cor camſtances with Slaves.” 

By the condition off Slaves: Slaves you 
muſt remember are, in his Lordſhip's ſenſe, 
fuch as are bought and ſold in markets for 
the ſervice of their Maſters : and I do affirm, 
that the Scripture never thxs repreſents the 
oy eſtate of Chriſt. I will begin with defi- 


ring 
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ring the Reader to conſider a paſſage in $: 
Fobn, becauſe our Saviour is there preſſing his | 
own example in one of the moſt ſervile things 
that ever he did, upon a// his Diſciples. h fl 
the 13 of St. John we read, that our Sayi. 
_ our riſing from ſupper laid aſide his garment, 
and took a towel and girded himſelf; then 
poured water into a baſon, and waſhed hi 
Diſciples feet, and wiped them with the iſ 
towel wherewith he was girded. Here, if 
_ ever, we might expect to find our Saviour's 
low eſtate repreſented by the conadzton of 4 
Slave; but we ſhall find nothing leſs : Thi 
hiſtory is introduced by the Apoſtle with an MW 
_ expreſs declaration of the great power and 
dignity of our Saviour, Fe/ics knowing that 
the Father had given all things mnto bis 
hands, and that he was come from God, and 
went to God, Wy. 3. He riſeth from ſupper, 
and laid aſide his garments, and took a tow. 
el, &c. 9. 4 —and after the work was over, 
our bleſſed Saviour, in applying #hzs very ex 
ample to his Diſciples, begins with reminding W 
them of his own ſuperiority over them: Je 
call me Maſter and Lord, and ye ſay welh 
for ſo T am, Yy. 13. Is this like one whole 
eſtate the Scripture is ro repreſent by the con- 
dition of a Slave ? Bart let's hear the reſt : [f! 
then your Lord and Maſter have waſhed your 
| feet, 
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feet, ye ought alſo to waſh one anothers 
feet, W. 14. The reaſon of which is expreſſed 
at Y. 16. Very verily I fay unto you, the 
ſervant is not greater than vis lord, neither 
be that 3s ſent, greater than he that ſent 
him. 4. e. If I the greateſt among you have 
not thought ir below me to condeſcend to. 
waſh your feet; let none of you who arc 
confeſſedly my inferiours, think much to do 
the ſame office of love and humility : So that 
this example of our Lord in ſo /ervi/e an em- 
ployment, is fo far from being founded in a 
repreſentation of his eſtare by the condition 
of a Slave, that ir is really inconſiſtent with 
it: For one who was to perlonate a Shave in 
waſhing of other's feet, though he might re- 
commend his cxample of patzence, and /ub- 
miſſion to his duty, yer he could not ſay as 
our Lord does; confider, what the greateſt 
among you has done ; what I your Lord and 
Maſter haye done, nor as bound in duty to 
you my ſervants, but out of love and humi- 
lity, and never think it 5e/ow you to do like- 
wiſe. This is an exhortation not fit for a 
Wave to make ; aS/ave cannot urge his great 
oye or great humility in doing what his con- 
dition requires of him, nor can he plead his 
ample as an argument to the higheff, for 
condeſcenſien towards the /oweſt, But thus 
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our Saviour pleads hs example, not looking 
on himſelf as a S/ave, but as a Lord and My. 
ſter, as one mmto whoſe hands the father hal 
grven all things. What ſhall we ſay then; 
That the example of Chriſt is much more pe. 
culiarly fit for Slaves than for Subjetts? 
God forbid. 

Soagain'; in the twentieth of St. Matthew, 
when there was indignation among the Dif. | 
ciples, occaſioned by the petition of the Mo- 
ther of Zebedee's children and her ſons ; our 
Saviour exhorts them all to humility, //he- 
foever will be chief among you, tet him be 
your ſervant, Y. 27. and then ſets before 
them his own example, Ever as the Son if 
man came not to be miniſtred unto, but t6 
miniſter, and to give bis life a ranſom fir 
many, N. 28. where his Mzn/try and his 
Death are not repreſented as the conlequen- 
ces of a ſlaviſh condition, but of a generous 
condeicenſion: And the force of the example 
here is expreſily founded-upon this, that the 
Son of man was chief among them ; he mi- 
niſtred to them therefore not as one bought 
in the market for ſervitude, but as chief a- 
mong them, and doing the work not of ne 
cefxty; bur-of ove. '. Ea 

From . theite rwo' inſtances (and there are 
| more ſuch) it appears, that the example of 
| | Out 
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ur Saviour's humility is not urged in Scrip- 
ure upon the repreſentation of his condition 
to that of a Slave, but upon account of- his 
keing Lord, and Maſter, and Chief, though 
ke miniſtred unto others. Bur to go on: 

St. Pant was, in his Lordſhip's opinion; 4 
rerfet freeman, and a great contender for 
(wil Rights; and yet he ſays of himſelf that 
ie had a great deſire ro know # xowaviey 7 
WJ rohuaroy adrs, the fellowſhip of Chriſt's fuffe- 
WI 1110s, Phil. iti. ro. butifit was (as his Lord- 
W hip repreſents the cafe) part of Chriſt's ſuffe- 
ings to per ſonate a Slave, how couldSt. Paut 
pretend to: defire the (xovaviay) fellowſhip of 
lis Sufferings, who always behaved himſelf 

like ſo free a Subjet7 2 
W But if St. Pan! a freeborn Subject did par 
lake zn the ſufferings (as it is elſewhere ex- 
meſſed) of Chriſt, rhen the Sufferings of Chriſt 
an yield his Lordſhip no argument to ſay; 
hat Chriſt was repreſented as a Slave in Sctip- 
re. And pray which of Chriſt's ſufferings 
noveany thing like ſlavery to be his condition? 
fe was acctfed and condemned by. falſe evi- 
tence ; ſa was Naborh, yer he was tio Slave; 
br he had an eſtate in land: He was ſconrg- 
d of the Fews - ſo was Sr. Paul three times, 
nd yet he was free born: Nay, rhe very 
ba and: proceſs of our Saviour's'tryal proves 

h E _ that 
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that he neither R. nor was taken to bg ; 
Slave ; he was trycd before the Roman Go. 
vernour, and fo little was it ſuſpected that he 
was.a Slaye, or that his &u/aze/s here was to 
repreſent a Slave; that the great accuſation 
againſt him ' was that he , pretended to be a 
King: And the Jews told Pate, that he} 
was no friend to Cz/ar if he let fo dange- 
rous a. man to the Government eſcape; al 
this is doubtleſs very like the tryal of a Slaye| 
Let us then look backto his Birth ; he was 
of the Houſe and Lincage of David, wh 
free a family (ar leaſt) as any in the Coun. 
trey ; and that the Fews were no I/2vex, you 
haye their own teſtimony, John Viti. 33. We 
be Abraham's ſeed, and were never in bin 
- dage to any man : how ſayeſt thou, ye hl 
be made free? His reputed father was of a 
trade that probably kept him and his family 
above neceſlity; for though our Lord ws 
upon his birth laid in a Manger, yet that hap 
pened not through the extreme poverty of 
his Parents, bur through the erowd of people 
at Bethlehem, which was ſo great thar ther 
was no room in the Inn. But ſuppoſe. the 
family to have been never fo poor, (and rich 
ne certainly was nor) yet many free born f 
milies are exceeding poor in every Nation. 

During his childhood he lived with his P> 
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nts as other children do; when he appeared 
1 the world, and'did chings to the aſtoniſh- 
nent of the Jews ; many faid is not this the 
Curpenter's ſon £ But we do not find that a- 
ry one ſuſpected him to be a Slave, or en- 
quired who his maſter was? And yet, had | 
there been room for ſuch a ſuggeſtion, the Jews 
rho were diſpoſed to upbraid him, and leſſen 
iim in the eyes of the people, would rather 
Wine ſaid, Is not this 'a mere Slave, than is 
W ut th:s the Carpeiiter's ſon. Our Saviour 
iinſelf ſpeaking of his loweſt ſtate, ſays, The 
im of man hath not where to lay his head: 
ut Poverty and Slavery are two things, and 
here is a great difference between having no 
noney, and being /0/d for money in the mar- 
Wit: Beſides, Slaves were not to ſeek where 
vlay their heads, they were fixed to the hon- 
Ws of their maſters, and it was part of. their 
Winy ro know and to keep their home. Upon 
Wiic whole; 'I cannot imagine upon what paſ- 
Whiocs his Lordſhip builds, when he fays in his 
book, pag. 65. that out Lord is pleaſed fre. 
Imently fo deſtribe his own low eſtate by the 
mnditzon of Slaves ; or when he lays here 
in his Anſwer) that the New Teſtament it 
IF repreſents —— the-low eſtate of Chriſt 
—= by the condition- of Slaves. His Lord- . 
lip has not thought fit cither in his Book Or 
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in his Anſwer to produce one ſingle paſſag, 
where our Saviour does fo deſcribe himſe/f, 
and but one paſſage (which ſhall be conſidered 
_ preſently) from the whole Teſtament, where 

it is pretended that he is ſo deſcribed; and 
that too nothing to the purpoſe : And yet he 
- makes ano ſcruple to ſay, 1f it be @ crime to 
repreſent the coudition and example of oy 
bleffed Lord, as I bave done ; the imputa- 
iow of the Acculer (i. ce. $ diabing) falls upun 
the New Teſtament, and not upon me, An 
P. 14. Bur as great an Arcu/er (or 90aGp) 
gs 1am, I with his Lordſhip had in this and 
in other inſtances ſhewn ano greater dilreſpet 
ro the holy Scriptures than I have done: The 
reader ſees here how frankly he throws the 
wwputation from himſelf to the New Teſla 
mens ; though the New Teſtament has faid 
wothing to give him a pretence for ſo doing i 
This ts his Lordſhip's common practice, I wil 
give one famous inſtance; and will ventwel 
another charge of Caz/umny for quoting his 
own words: I thought it my greateft tt 
fence (fays his Lordihip) to ſhelter what 
bad aid under the name of Gur Ccomml 
Lord and Maſter : and rather than exfpreji 
my reaſou (mind Reader) zu my own words 
T choſe rather to make uſe of his authori!) 
and to {ay,. that, * Tuapply worldly motive 
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s in the caſes mentioned, 1s to att contrary 
© to the intereſts of true Religion, as it is 
« plainly oppoſite to the maxims upon which 
« Chriſt founded his kingdom *; whoſe are theſe 
words, I befeech you ? His Lord\hip ſeems to 
me to ſay, that the words are #0? his; and 1 
aſſure the Reader they are #t the words of 
Scripture: and as they are not the words of 
Scripture, ſo neither haye they the authority 
of Scripture, but ſtand merely upon his Lord- 
ſhip's conſequential reaſonings. I leaye his 
Lordſhip now to account for this paſſage ; and 
the Reader to conſider in what manner his 
Lordſhip uſes the ame of our Lord and Ma- 
fter for a ſhelter, 
| I go on to the Biſhop's fourth and laſt Rea- 
ſon. © That our Lord voluntarily put hin- 
« ſelf into that low, oppreſs'd, helpleſs. Con- 
« dition of a Servant ; and never acconnted 
« it his [xfamy, but his great Glory, ro be 
* ſo ſpoken of St. Pau/ particularly makes 
* it bis Great Reward. _ 
His Lordſhip herc truly obſerves, that our 
Saviour voluntarily ſuffered all that beftl 
him. This indeed was the glory of his 
ſufferings, thar they were not, that they 
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could not be impoſed on him; bur he choſe 
them out of pure love and compaſſion to men 
And this one conſideration, if duly weighed, 
might have ſhewn his Lordſhip, that our Sa- 
viour's ſufferings were not like to the ſuffer. 
ings of a Slaye; Slaves ſufter not vo/untarily, 
| but our of nece//zty; not out of love to thoſe 
from whom they ſuffer, but becauſe they can 
no way avoid it. This is the very circum- 
ſtance upon which St. PauZ lays the ſtreſs, in 
that paſſage referr'd to by the Biſhop; and 
therefore in that paſſage St. Paul conſiders 
him not ſuffering as a $/ave by the neceſſity 
of his condition, but as the freeff among 
men, and ſuftering nothing but what he choſe 
ro ſuffer. This was his great glory, this was 
the ground of his great reward and cexaltati- 
on: and when Chriſtians find him thus repre: 
ſented to them in Scripture ; as ſuffering e- 
very thing for zhezr ſakes out of his own free 
choice ; how can they poſlibly conceive of } 
him as a ſave, as one ſold into /ervztude, 
Who has no w:/l of his own, bur muſt c- 
dure what the mmperionus will of another 
thinks fir to lay on him? Yes, his Lordſhip 
will lay ; : our Saviour did ſuftcr out of choice; 
and it: was out of choice that he appeared as 
a ſlaye. And for this he will quote (his on- 
ly hay} the paſſage of St, Paul to the 

| Philip- 
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Philippians, Chap. ii. that he (Chris?) took 
von him the form of a ſervant, &c. 

To quote Scripture by the mere /ound of 
words, is to judge of Scripture by the Ear, 
and not by the "Underſtanding. In our Ex- 
gſþ tranſlation of this paſſage we have the 
word Servant, for which his Lordſhip in his 
book puts the word J/ave as cquiyalent to 
it; andleads his Reader to think that St. Paul 
repreſents our Saviour as taking on him the 
form of a Save, 2. e. of one who is not ſz 
Juris, but, is bought and ſold in the Market 
for the ſervice of a private Maſter : and yer 
certain it is, that nothing can be more diſa- 
rrecable to St. PauP's ſenſe than this Interpre- 
ation of his words. The Apoſtle was not 
peaking to Slaves peculiarly, and therefore 
had no occaſion (ſuppoſing that he could tru- 
ly have done it) to repreſent Chriſt under the 
form of a S/ave properly 0 called : He writes 
to all the Servants (not Slaves) of Jeſus 
Chriſt at Philippi, with the Biſhops and 
8 Deacons. And at Ch. ii. he exhorts them, not 
to bear the hardſhips of their /ervile conditi- 
i patiently, but to be /ike-minded, to have 
the ſame love, to be of one accord, of one 
mind. And leſt Pride (as it is naturally apt). 
ſhould prevent their compliance with thele 
Duties,.. he adds Y. 3, Let nothing be done 
thro 
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thro ſtrife or vain-ghory, Git in lowlineſs of 
mind let earch efteem others better than them. 
fetves: Ar y. 5. he ſays, Let this mind be 
im you, which was alſo in Chri#t Feſus. 
And in the following verſes he ſets forth his | 
example, and ſhews thar he did not T# tw); 
exoreiy look on his own things, but was con- 
rent to lay afide his glory, that he might do 
pood to others. This is the Apoſtle's view; 
and now tet us conſider what he ſays of Chrift 
Thus he ſpeaks —— who berng &» preps Ss in NY 
the form of God: ecw77 Crevwnre, Emptyed | 
himſelf, or voluntarily lard afide that divine | 
form of glory, power and majeſty, and took 
upan himſelf ( willingly ) wooOky os the 
form of a Seruant. "The form of a Servant 
is here oppoſed (not to the form of a Subjed, 
or of a Freeman, but) ro the form of God. 
And 1 deſire his Lordfhip to conſider whether | 
the form of God be lo 1ittle, fo imconſiderable 

- a thing, that the form of a Servant, when 
oppoſed to it, muſt needs fignify the form of 

a Slave properly fo called. With refpe& to 
God, the very higheſt Beings are Servants: 
Servant is the impreſied Character -of every 
Creature, as Supreme is the eſſential attribute MY/ 
of the Creator. When therefore the form of WY: 
2 Servant is oppoſed to the form of (God, it 
fignifys a.Servant to God, and not a S/ave 
; to 
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oo Men. And thus our Saviqur himſelf de- 
ſcribes his own Service ; that he came to do 
the will of God» nor is there a ſingle Inſtance 


W 0 be found (that I know of) where our Sa- - 


jiour appears to be ſubject to the w2ll of ran | 


W like a S/ave, but his whole ſubje&ion lay in. | 


ſubmitting to the will of God his heavenly 


W father; for this reaſon he (who in the begin- 


ing was with God, and was God) came down 


o men, and was made Man. The Author to 


Wie Zebrews, to ſhew the great excellency 


of Chriſt above the Angels of God, puts this 


W cucſtion, To which of the Angels ſaid he, at 


W iy time, Thou art my Son, this Day have 


[ begotten thee? And again, 1 will be to 


Wm 2 Father, and he ſhall be to me a Son, 
WCh.i. 7. 5. This was the excellency of Chriſt, 
Wilac he was the Sor of God, and hezrr of all 


lomgs, the brightneſs of his Father's glory, 


Wd 1; expreſs image of his perſon, uphold- 


ug all things by the word of h1s power, y.. = 


Whur Angels were not the Sons of God in the 


- , 
] 


ame ſenſe; rhey had not the (poePy 945) the 
riphrneſs of his glory, but were all Servants. 
——Are they not all miniſtring ſpirits, ſent 
firth to miniſter for them who ſhall be heirs 
if ſalvation? Y.14. Here you ſee that An- 
&s are diſtinguiſhed from Chriſt, becauſe he 
Vas, the brightneſs of his Father's glory; the 
F expreſs 
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expreſs Image of his perſon; (& piety $42;) 


bur they were all miniſtring ſpirits (&ﬆ pep | 


Ow) ſent forth (by God) to miniſter for they 
 ewhs ſhall be heirs of [atuation. And thus 
our Saviour, when he laid afide the form of 
God, the brightneſs of his Father's glory, in 
order to do the w1ll of God, and to mmiſter 
to them who were to be heirs of Salvatinn, 


| he then took upon him ( pogPly 82>) the 


 formof a Servant, 1.e. from appearing in the 
glory and majeſty of God, as ruler of the U. 


niverſe ; he took upon him that form in which | 


he was 1o to miniſter, and which is therefore 
called pL98O1 98g. In this ſenſe all Chriſtians, 
ancient and modern, ( Socinians excepted) 
have underſtood the Text ; and little {uſpeCted 
that the form of a Servant, as oppoled by 
St. Paul to the form of God, had any cla 
tion to the ſtate or condition of S/aves fri- 


perly fo called: and, I believe, had any ore} 


_ explained this Text in the Conncoit of Nite, 
as his Lordſhip has, ir would have made the 
ears of the Chriſtzan Biſhops tingle. 

The anticnt Author Hermas in his Paſtor, 
propoſes this queſtion, ®are Filins Dei, m 
ſimilitudine hac, ſervil loco ponitur ? Tit 
Paſtor anſwers him ; 1n ſervili conditione nn 


ponitur Filius Dez ſed 1/4 magnd poteſtate of ; 


 wmperio, And then, after mentioning thelb 
| Carnation 


tz 
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carnation, he adds, Cim 1gitur corpus illud 
parſer omn tempore Spiritut Santtoretteq; 
& caſte laboraſſet cum eo; nec ſuccubuiſſet 
momnz tempore : fatigatum corpus llud, ſer- 
oilzter converſatum eſt, ſed fortiter cum 
Ipiritu Santo comprobatum Deo receptum 
f*. Here you evidently fee, that the /er- 
vitude of our Saviour was no other than that 
of his doing the work of God. And this is 
the obedience which Sr. Part}, as well as this 
antient. Chriſtian Writer, makes to be the 
round of his exaltation. 

But to go on with the Text ; at y. 8. St. Paul 
thus illuſtrates our Saviour's humility: and 
being found in faſhion as aman, he humbled 
himſelf, and became obedzent unto death, e- 
ven the death of the croſs. His bcing obe- 
lent to death no body can think to be an 
nſtance of his likeneſs to a Slave : but then 
thedeath of the cr0/s perhaps may be thought 


to bear a near reſemblance to the execution of 


iSlave: And it is true, that crucifixion was. 


not uſed to the freemen of Rowe. Cicero in 


Y iis fifth Book againſt Yerres, cxclaims againſt 


le indignity done to the liberties of Rome, 
when Yerres crucified a Roman citizen ; but 


— 
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i, 7 Ar, Le Clerk Edit. of the Patres Apoſtolici, p. 105. 
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that all other freemen were equally Cxempted 
from this puniſhment, 15 not true ; it was the 
puniſhment uſed towards thoſe who were mo. 
vers of ſedition in the Provinces, tho' they were 
not Slaves but Freemen : and our Lord being 
accuſed and condemned by Plate upon this 
head, as affecting the Kingdom, he was carr 
ed to the croſs becauſe of his /appoſed crime, 
and not becauſe of his condztzon. I will tran- 
ſcribe the words of Grot7zs to this purpoſe, 
and leave his Lordſhip to diſprove them. Cru 
cem autem irrogatam Chriſto, tanguam ſed: 
tionis auttori, wverifſime ab alits notatun 
eſt - eam enim penam 0 crimint atuunt 
Romane leges, ut notat Paulus v. Sent. Tit 
22. proqud nunc furcam 11 pandettis legimis, 
quippe crucis uſu in ſupplicits per Conſtan 
F1num ſt ublato. Exempla crucifixorum fed: 
tzonis crimine in ipſa JTudad © a VaroS 
 Eloro habes apud Joſe ephum, i in Matt. cap.” 
y. 26. 
Thus you {ce this paſſage of St. Panl at 
fords his Lordſhip no ſhelter for hjs aſſertion; 
here is nothing that deſcribes our Saviour 1$ 
being in a ſtate, or appearing in a ſtate 0 
flavery. The Apoſtle repreſents him as vi 
lingly laying aſide the godlike form of divint 
Majeſty, and taking upon him, inſtead of tit 


| 'mage of the power of God, the form and " 
| I's 
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rater of a /ervant of God. Beſides ; if we 
conſider only the uſe of the word 9sA©-» (Ser- 
vant ;) on which his Lordſhip's great depen- 
dence is; and which he tells us had as man 
an idea annext to it in St. Pans time, as 
the word $/ave has now ; we ſhall fiad thar 
it is far from neceſſarily ſignifying a S/ave in 
his ſenſe, properly /o called : St. Pant ules it 
of himſelf, and the other Apoſtles, who were 
not Slaves, 2 Cor. c. iv. Y.5. Andour Saviour, 
Mark x. 44. exhorts all hisDiſciples thus. ///ho- 
foever of you will be chief, let him be @ayrwy 
)A@vw, the Servant of all. And 'tis evident 
here, both from the foregoing and following 
verſe, that 9&A@- and 9iazo©» arc equivalent ; 
and that our Saviour was never any otherwiſe 
a 9#\ ©», than as he exhorts his Dilciples to be, 
by 22zntftring willingly to others for their 
good : In conſequence of this Precepr of our 
Lords, St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. ix. 19. Though I 
be free from all men, (4.e. no man's Servant 
or Slave F, yer, TAY Epcw|ey OSAWTH, have [ 
made my felf' a Servant unto all. Where 
you ſee that being a Servant in the Chriſtian 
ſenſe is not inconſiſtent with freedom ; ſo far 
from it, that the ſame Apoſtle ſays expreſily, 
Chap. Vi.-Y; 22-0 Lb: @> xanbas, O8)GE £54 
ve458* be that xs called being free, is Chriſt's 
Servant. In the very Chapter of the PPhz- 
| lippians 
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lippiansto which his Lordſhip refers, St. Pay] 
uſes the verb d!a<Legv, to exprels the obedience 
of a ſon to a father, y. 22. ſo in the parable 
of the prodigal, the elder ſon ſays to his fa. | 
ther, TIT AUTH, Tr OA oo. * £7 heſe mainly | 
years do 1 ſerve thee. In like manner, the 
ſame word is uſed to expreſs the /ervice of 
love and charity which Chriſtians owe to one 
another ; thus we read Gal. v. 13. for bre- 
thren ye have been called unto liberty, only 
aſe not liberty for an occaſion to the fleſh, 
ara dia Þ ayamrys OLE]: dane, but by 
love ſerve one another. In this ſenſe 'tis 
that all Chriſtians are to be 95au, ſervants ty 
men ; and in no other ſenſe was their Maſter 
a ſervant with reſpect to men. 

This paſſage in the Epiſtle to the Ph1/zpprans 
being the only one produced by his Lordihip for 
his range, and, until he 2ventedit, unheard of 
Doctrine; and this Text being directly oppoſite 
to the Dodtrine he would ſupport, and repre- I 
ſenting our Saviour as taking upon him the 
form of a ſervant to God, and not of a J/ave 
to men; and the word 9&AG-, on which his 
Lordſhip builds, being uſed in Scripture of all 
Chriſtians, with reſpe& to the ſervice they 
owe to God, and the love they owe to each 
other, and therefore not neceſſarily denoting 
a Fane k in this Text of St. Paul to the Pht- 
« {as 
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;ppians ; the Reader muſt be ſurprized to hear 
his Lordſhip declaring, that to blame rhis 
Doftrine of his is to accuſe the New Teſta- 
ment, pag. 14. F. 1. To calummate the A- 
W /o//les, $.2. To repracch St. Paul, F. 3. 
Nay, to contradict Chrif? himſelf, F. 4. 

I wiſh his Lordſhip had uſed theſe great 
names with more reſpcct : Bur this is his me-_ 
thod of appealing to Scripture ; and thus it is 
that 2/7 his DoCtrines are Scripture DoCtrines, 
W :nd a// his adyerfarics oppoſers of Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles. 

For my own part, after having conſider- 
ed this matter maturely, and as carcfully as I 
W© av able, his Lordſhip's propofition ſtill ap- 
pears to me Very ſhocking, as well as deſtitute 
of all ſupport; nor do 1 know a ſingle Text 
in Scripture that can be made to ſpeak in its 
b:half: And whatever his Lordſhip may think, 
© "ot oply I, but any other ſcrious Chriſtians 
have been long offended at it ; and have won- 
dered how his Lordſhip could be led into 
| ſich an aſſertion. - Our Saviour's behaviour 
could afford him no ground for ir; no one 
S cycr acted with a freer Spirit ; he came to do 
the will of God, and not to be /ubjef to the 
wil] of man; he came' to do good 'to men, 
and to ſuffer for them, and therefore ſubmitr- 
q td to perform the offices of loye and charity 
towards 
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tmwards them : Other ſervitude than this he 
knew not: Nay, thoſe paſſages of his Litc 
witch carry the greateſt appearence with them 
of !1e ſubmiſſion ro humane Power, are particu. 
larly guarded againſt all ſuſpicions, of what his 
Lordſhip now aſſerts, that he acted the part 
of a Slave : St. Lake tells us, he was ſubjef | 
{0 his Parents, Ch. ii. 9.52. And yet whan M 
his Mother ſeemed to complain of his car. M 
riage, and faid, Son, why haſt thou thus deal! 
_ with us; he anſwered, wi/i ye not that 1 
muſt be about my Father's buſineſS? Yy. 48, 49. 
intimating plainly a freedom in himſelf, with 
reſpect even to the ſubmiſſion due to his Pa 
rents, not common to all lons : The ſame 
thing appears again, Zo/7: 11. 4, 5. at the Mar- 
riage in Cana of Galilee. 
And though our Lord ſays of himſelf that 
 'he came to miniſter, yet when he is con- 
cerned in civil affairs he does not govern | 
himſelf by this conſideration that he is 9226, 
a ſervant ; but as a free ſibjeft fubmits to 
pay tribute to the Temple, (which Slaves in | 


the Biſhop's ſenſe could not do, for they had 
no property); but even here, the queſtion he 


purs to St. Peter, Mat. xvii. 25. ſthews, that 
he looked upon himſelf not as a ſubject ot 
man, but as the Son of God; and yet that 
he might not give offence, he conſented to 


pay, 
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ny with other Su6jef7s, from whom in 4p- 
jearence he nothing differed ; had he appear- 
« as a Save he had given no offence by not 
mying ; but that he might comply with the 
character of a S$zubjef? under which he ap- 
geared, he wrought a miracle ro anſwer the 
kmand, and paid 7hat tribute to the Temple, 
vhich the See firſt paid him as its great Lord 
ind Maſter. | 
& The caſe of his waſhing the Diſciples feer, 
has been already conſidered. 
If we look to his loweſt ſtate, when he 
Wi:m'd to be in the power of his enemies, and 
t their command, eyen there we ſhall find 
that he aCted as a /ervant of God, and not 
$a S/ave to man : When the officers, &c. 
Wane to ſeize him, Fohn xyiii. he offered 
W imſelf tro them ; they aſtoniſhed fell down 
Wi the ground: Again he offers himſelf; and 
Peter drew the ſword in his defence; for 
vhich our Lord rebuked him, and ſaid, The 
up which my father hath given me, ſhall I 
wt drank it 2 Y.11, Putting the whole of his 
EF umiſſion on this, that ir. was the wi// of 
bod that he ſhould fuffer ; and telling Peter, 
Mar. xxvi. 53. that he could have more than 
kwelve legions of Angels to afliſt him, if he 
ought it proper. But how then (fays he, 
[ : 54.) ſballthe Scriptures of the Prophets 
i.e, the declared will of God) be fulfilled? 
'L G And 
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| And at his tryal he tells Pz/ate, John xix. ir 
T hou couldeſt have no power at all againſt ny, 
except t were grven thee from above. | 
there any thing in all this like being /abje#| 
to the wi//of a man, as a I/ave bought and 
fold in the market ? I have obſerved before 
that all the circumſtances of his tryal were ſuch 
as denoted his appearence to be that of a Suh 
edt, and not of a S/ave. And here I reſt 
the argument with reſpect to his Lordſhip 
having gone through all he offered in his own 
defence, and overlooking the bitter reflexions 
caſt upon my felf; I have returned him ar. 
guments for muetFrves, reaſons for his re- 
proaches 5 Xovoee YAAKEAY. 
But before I takeleave of this ſubject; I mull 
add a word with reſpeCt to the author of aletter 
inthe Fly;ng-Poſt, Jan. 18. I might very well 
cxcule my ſelf from taking notice of any thing 
tat appears in a paper, which has uled me, 
and many my betters with the utmoſt indig-} 
nity; Burt as the letter comes from an able 
hand, and is writin a ſpirit very different from 

tar of the Paper in which ir appears, and 
i deed from that of the Biſhop's own, I will 
endeayour to give the Author of it all the 
ſatisfaction I can: And as I muſt acknowledge 
that the good he has faid of me, is more than 

I deſerve, ſo I hope to ſhew him the fame 
with reſpect to his cenſure on me. 
: | This 
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This Writer ſays, that my Repreſentation 
of the Biſhop is very hard and cruel; and 
that I may agree with him as far as I can, I 
d own, thar if hzs Repreſentation of the Bi-* 
ſhop's 92eaning in the Paſſage which I quoted, 
be 71ſt and fair, that-mine is both bard and 
rue. 

The Biſhop of Bangor”'s Propoſition is chis: 
The Example of our Lord is much more pe- 
mhiarly fit to be uſed to Slaves than to Sub- 
jeffs. The Author of the Letter ſays with rc- 
peCt to this propoſition, that the Biſhop's ſenſe 
s, That the example of Christ is more pro- 
terly urg'd to Slaves than Sibjefls, in the 
1* Chapter of St. Peter. He ſays again » 
The diſpute, as 1 ſaid, is, whether this ex- 
anple be more properly urged upon thoſe who 
are called Subjef7s, in Y. 13. or thoſe who 
are called Slaves, Y. 18. He affirms a third 
ime, © This 7s not the queſtion” 8:85" 
whether the Example of Chriſt be fir for all) 
& But this—— whether in This Chapter of Sr. 
E* Peter, the example of our Lord Chriſt, be 
* more naturally and properly urged upon, 
% and applied to the people mention 'd in 

«y. 13. who are Subzefts, or to thoſe-men- 
« tioned Y. 13. who are Slaves, or Servants? 
* This is the matter in queſtion.” Upon 
this ſtate of the caſe he ſays very juſtly, Tha? 

G 2 Which 
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which ever way it be determined, no Body: | 
Ears need to tingle at it. 
I defire this Writer now to conſider, thar 
his expoſition is inconſiſtent with the Biſhop'} 
words, which do not affirm with reſpect to St. 
Peter, That the Example of Chrift is mire 
peculiarly urged (by him) to Slaves, than ty 
S$#bjeffs, but do affirm with reſpect to the 
nature of the example it ſelf, That zt 7s much 
more peculiarly Fre To pe wrged to Slaves, 
than to SubjefFs. *Tis true that the dif: 
pute he is there engaged in begun abour the 
example as urged by St. Peter ; but then 
both ſides argue from the nature of the cx:-| 
_ ample, in order to limit the Application of} 
it by St. Perer, and not vice vers ; Id 
fire this Writer to atrend to the Biſhop's own 
account of his Adverſary's view in arguing | 
from the zatnare of Chriſt's Example, p. 61. 
(how truly he repreſents it, I enquire not) 
But the example of Chrif?, ſay you, 2s more 
peculiarly fit to be urged to Subjedfs than 
to Slaves; therefore CONSEQUENTLY, this Paſ-} 
 fage (inSr. Peter) in which that example | 
urged thy direfed t0 Slaves, yet was deſignes 
peculiarly for Subjet7s Here the Reader 
cannot but obſerve thar the nature of the cx: 
ample is urged, (by the Biſhop's own account, 
in order to fix St. Peter's meaning, and _ 
| OIC 
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fore, with reſpect to the example, the diſpute 
was, not what in fact it was apphyed to by 
St. Peter, bur to what it is in its own nature 
more peculiarly applicable. The paragraph 
in the. Biſhop's book, from whence the quo- 
tation in diſpute is taken , begins thus: T7 
is ſo far from being true that his example 
was more peculiaaly fit to be recommended 
to Subjects conſrdered as fuch, than fo Slaves. 
(conſidered as ſuch,) that I think the very 
CONTRARY 70 be evident. The contrary Pro- 
poſitionto which, is what he has truly and fully 
expreſſed, inthe words which I quoted. Andin 
all rhis long Paragraph he does not once argue 
from the Example, as applyed by St. Peter, 
but defends his Propoſition upon general to- 
picks; ſuch as our Lord's humzliation, being 
compared by himſelf to that of a Servant : 
St. Paul's repreſenting him in the ſame 
manner, when he ſays, he took on him 
the form of a Servant : filence of Scri- 
pture, which never compares our Lord's ſtate 
to that of a Srbjef7 : the circumſtances of 
his laſt Suffieines, &c. From the nature 
of the Examplc chus fix xe, his Lordſhip makes 
two obſervations. The firſt is, that the diffe- 
rence between the condition of Subjef7s and 
J/aves is to great, that the Apoſtle St. Peter 
Musr be ſappoſed to diſtinguiſh them. © The 
ſecond 
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ſecond is, that the example of our Lord is | 
much more peculiarly fit to be urged to' Slaves, | 
by. whoſe condition he is pleaſed frequently | 
to deſtribe his own low eſtate, than to Sub. | 
gefts, whoſe condition is never uſed to that | 
purpoſe, &C. 
And heconcludes this Paragraph thus : This | 
I fay (i. e. the patient /affering of our Sq. | 
viour) 1 particularly proper in their caſe | 
(viz. Slaves) for this reaſon, becauſe he 2s ſaid | 
with reſpett to his loweſt and moſt miſera- | 
ble condition to have taken on him their | 
form, &Cc. | 
So that here the matter in queſtion plainly | 
was, not this,-- how Sr. Peter had apply'd the | 
example but this—To which of tae two 
caſes the example in its nature was more | 
peculiarly applicable. 
And now let the Author of thc Letter, | 
conſider whether he has not greatly miſtaken | 
the true ſtate of the queſtion ; whether the 
occaſion I had to expreſs my great diſlike of 
this paſſage was /6 very ſlight ; and whether | 
himſelf has taken the pans requiſite 70 ſet 
the Reader right, and to leave him as im- 
partial as a Reader onght to be when he 
wou'd judge aright. 
I am ſure I have a great deal of reaſon to 


wiſh for my own Sake, that this writer had 
read 
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read with that impartiality which he has ex- 
reſsd ſo much concern to preferye to 0- 
thers; and that every Reader may ſee that I 
had no deſign to lead him wrong, I will give 
him the true reaſon which drew that Obſer- 
vation from me. 

I did it then;——to give an undeniable in- / 
ſtance of the Biſhop's running into extremes 
thro' oppoſition; and to induce the reader to 
conſider the true ground upon which the pre- 
ſent controverſy with the Biſhop ſtands; for 
this is the caſe in almoſt eyery article of it ; his 
Lordſhip not content to oppoſe what is wrong, 
ſuffers his zeal ro carry him into "ey unjuſti. 


fiable extremes. 
Thus: 


1. Becauſe ſome haye laid too much ſtreſs 
upon a regular ſucceſſion of the Clergy, and 
confined the Validity of the goſpel inſtitutions 
to it, without allowing for caſes eyen of 
neceſſity ; 

Therefore 


His Lordſhip not troubling himſelf ro con- 
ſider what regard ought to be paid to a reg- 
lar {fucceſſion, and what not; calls it in con- 
tempt, The invention of men, * Vain words, 
| micetzes, trifles, dreams. 


i 
% 


_— —— 


' 2 Preſerv, p. 88, { p. 98, þ ibid. 


— — at 


"4. BE- 


( 56 ) 


2. Becauſe ſome have claimed ſuch a power | 
of excommunication as. is indeed inconſiſtent | 
with the terms of the Golpel, and the reaſon | 
of Man ; 

Therefore 

His Lordſhip; not concerning himſelf to | 
ſhew the z7ue ule of Excommunication in the 
Church of Chriſt, and thereby to ſhut out all 
falſe claims ; exhorts all Chriſtians to a, 
without any regard to the outeries of human | 
terror, or the ſolemn denunciations of any | 
men upon earth *; and repreſents, human be- 
neditiions, human abſolutions, human denun- | 
ciations, human excommunications, as human 
engines permitted to work for a time (like 0- 
ther evils) by providence t. 

3. Becauſe ſome claim an unwarrantablc | 
power to the governours in the Church, over | 
particular members : 

Therefore, 

His Lordſhip, not endeayouring to ſhew | 
rhe juſt limits of Church power ; declares there | 
is #0 power in the Church, That no one of 
Chriſt's Subjeats, more than another, hath | 
authority ——to judge, cenſure, or puniſh 
the Servants of another Maſter, in matters | 


Ae 
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relating purely to conſcience and ſalua- 
1008 Þ. 

4. Becauſe ſome claim an unjuftifiable au- 
FR to impole articles of faith, and their 
on interpretations of the Scripture for ſuch, 
om the Chriſtian People : 

Therefore, 

His Lordſhip, not conſidering that many 
Chriſtians cannot read, that more of them can- - 
ot read the Scriptures without an interpreter, 
firms, with reſpect to all Chriſtians equally, 
That the Scriptures in neceſlary points Netb 
No INTERPRETER *. 

5. Becauſe the authority of the Magiſtrate 
n matters of religion has been often abuſed; 
ad perſecutions haye been carried on by. the 
pretence of it : 

Therefore, 

His Lordſhip, not endeayouring to ſtate the 
jult limits of the Civil Authority in this mat- 
er; affirms, that there is 20 ſuch Authority ; 
ad that zf* any men upon earth have a right 
W ' add to the ſanitions of Chriſt's laws 
they are fo far Kings in his fiead, and reign 
in their own kingdom, and not m his F. 4.e. 
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as he explains it himſelf in his Sermon, They 
ſo far take Chriſt's kingdom out of his hands, 
and place zn their own }. | 

6. Becauſe it had been urged to the Biſhop, 
that temporal encouragements, when rightly 
applied, do promote true Religion : 

Therefore, 

His Lordſhip, rather than allow temporal 
encouragements, when applied in the beſt man-Y 
ner, to be of any ſervice to true Religion, F 
frames a New definition of Religion, on pur-| 
pole to throw out temporal encouragements, 
and affirms ; That the belzef of another world! 
7s what ALONE renders our BEST att 10ns Rt: 
LIGION from whence they flow; and from 
whence, when they do not flow, they Cen to 
be RELIGION *. 

I call now upon every reaſonable man to 
judge whether I had not /affic:ent and great | 
occaſion to make the obſeryation I did, of his} 
Lordſhip's being carried into extremes through 
oppoſition: And whether I was to blame for} 
chooſing an inſtance out of a controverly of 
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t Ibid. 14. This Paſſage was fully conſidered in an Anſwer 
to a Letter ſent to the Rev. Dr. Sherlock; of which the Br 


ſhop, in his Anſwer to the Report, has not thought fit to tai 
any notice. 
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his Lordſhip's, in which I had no hand, and 
therefore the leſs prejudice : An inſtance which 
peared to me ſo fagranz, that I no more 
thought the Biſhop would 7#u/?zfy his afler- 
tion, than I did, that he would accuſe me of 
lulumny for producing his own words. 
But his Lordſhip knows beſt how to ma- 
Y ge his own part of the controverſy : if 'tis 
Y for his advantage to draw the eyes of the 
W world from the merzts of the cauſe, and turn 
WY ticm to per /0nal matters, he may go on com- 
J jlaining cicher wi7h or without cauſe. . Were 
WI co recriminate, I too could give a cata- 
Yogue of abuſes that have been caſt on me by 
Wis Lordſhip and his friends; but I do not 
Wink fir ye# to trouble the world with them ; 
Wd therefore will only give one inſtance of 
Wis Lordſhip's Charity rowards me; which F 
Would be glad he would explain : I had ſaid 
'that the Convocation canner, if they will 
Wnantain the TRUST repoſed in THEM, 
k ſilent under ſuch an attack upon the 
Wiichts of the Chriſtian Church, and the 
JI.riſtian Magiſtrate : What fays his Lord- 
lip ro this? Why truly he fays nothing to 
lie Z74ſt repoſed in the Convocarzon ; but 
feaks of ſome percicutar truſt repoſed in me ; 
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and fays, © I do not at all doubt the truth of! 
« what you fay, p. 52. that you could mt! 
« have been ſilent in Convocation upon this! 
« occaſion, if you would maintain the truſt 
« repoſed in You *. 

In the firſt place, I had faid nothing of a. 
ny 7raft repoſed in me particularly, and there-] 
fore his Lordſhip is very injurious in repre-1 
{cnting it to the world as if I had. Second. 
ly, His Lord{hip here allows that I ated ac-? 
cording, to the tru? repoſed in me; but he? 
complains often of the Lower Houſe of Con-] 
vocation. for treating him ill, and therefore 
not according. to- the tr/? repoſed in them ;1 
from which. 'tis evident that his Lordſhip's in- 
tention here was to-charge- me with a private} 
underhand Zraſt: And. indeed he took careto] 
fix his mcaning ſo as not to be miſtaken by any? 
readcr.; for at p.92. he ſays, © Þ will neyer ſuf- 
« fer upon any account in the world Axy Sul 
« 'TkusT to be repo/ed in me as can oblige] 
*. me- to, attempt or aſſiſt, or encourage in] 
« any.degree, in any time to come, the like} 
« ufage of you, orof any man living ”. Herel 

tis plain beyond contradiction, that by the] 
7ruſt repoſed' in me, his Lordſhip did not} 
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mean a truſt common to him and me, as Mem- 
bers of the Convocation ; bur ſome private 
and particular truſt; and that too a very dzf- © 
honeſt one, elſe he would not have ſaid, that 
he would neyer upon any account in the world 
ſuffer ach a truſt to be repoſed in himſelf. 
This is a reflexion which touches to the 
quick, which dives into the very heart, and 
fixes the imputation of diſhoneſty there ; *tis 
all zxvention, and I call upon his Lordſhip to 
ſhew any reaſon that could move him to ſug- 
geſt to the world that I am ſo 4aſe, fo pro- 
fligate 

I havenot perhaps in this controverſy treat- 
ed his Lordſhip with all that deference and /b- 
mifſion which he and his friends expect from 
me ; bur ifall T have ſaid, put together, amounts 
to any thing /zke this reflexion , which at 
once takes away the reputation of honeſty 
and common morality ; I will humble my ſelf 
to him in the eyes of the world, and publick- 
ly ask his pardon. 

As to the numerous miſrepreſentations * ; 


I thenew heap of ſelf contradittions; p. 7. the | 


various and contradifttory windings, p. 21. 
the partial and uyuf repreſtntations P. 22. 
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which his Lordſhip in the abundance of his 
liberality has beſtow'd on me in his laſt little 
piece ; all that I have to fay is this, that 
ſince his Lordſhip knew me to be ſo weak, fo 
zgnorant a writer, ſo apt to contradict and 
miſrepreſent even my/eff, methinks, when he | 
thought himſelf miſrepreſented by me, com- 
mon humanity ſhou'd have led him to charge 
me rather with 2gnorance, than with calumny, ' 

As to his Lord{hip's complaint that I did | 
not anſwer every thing writ againſt me, be- 
fore I pretended to ſtep out like a new wri- 
ter, p. 4. I am ſurprized to hear it from his 
Lordſhip, who has 4z/cretzon enough to ler 
ſome things go unanſwer'd ; and particular. 
ly Mr. Law's two letters; a writer ſo conſi- 
derable, that I know but ove good reaſon 


why his Lordſhip does nor anſwer him. 


But 
The Biſhop is at liberty to write as he 


_ thinks fir, and ſo am I. If his Lordſhip ex 

pects that I ſhould anſwer what Mr. Sykes 
and others arc art leiſure to write, or eyen all 
that his Lordſhip has inſertcd in his large An- 
iwer at /econd hand from Mr. Sykes, without 
raking the leaſt norice of what I had publiſhed 
in my own vindication; he isa yery hard task- 


maſter, and I muſt complain of him in the 


words 


”" 
ED 
words of the Slave in Terence, Who had been 


ſent upon a long fruitleſs errand, only to keep 
him out of the way 


E depot ne meam herus eſſe operam deputat 
paruvi prec. 
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the Right Reverend the Lord Biſhop of Bangor to the Reve- | 
rend the Dean of Chicheſter, offered to his Lordſhip. The 
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_ All written by Thomas Sherlock, D.D. Dean of Chicheſter, 
and Maſter of the Temple. 
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